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Meeting Minutes 

 
 
Present:   

• Kimberly Belshé, Secretary, California Health and Human Services 

Agency 

• Brenda Premo, Chair, Olmstead Advisory Committee 

• Sarah Steenhausen, Staff, California Health and Human Services 

Agency  

• Terri Delgadillo, Chief Deputy Secretary, California Health and Human 

Services Agency 

• Tony Anderson, The Arc of California 

• Richard Chambers, CalOptima 

• Bill Chrisner, The Dayle McIntosh Center 

• Judy Citko, California Coalition for Compassionate Care 

• Peggy Collins, Principal Consultant, Senate Select Committee on 

Developmental Disabilities and Mental Health 

• Deborah Doctor, Protection and Advocacy, Inc. 

• Barbara Hanna, California Association for Health Services At Home 

• Mary Jann, California Association of Health Facilities 

• Joan Lee, Gray Panthers of California 

• Gwen Lewis-Reid, Los Angeles County Department of Mental Health  

• Sunny Maden, Family Member and Advocate  
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• Jackie W. McGrath, Alzheimer’s Association, California Council 

• Lydia Missaelides, California Association of Adult Day Services 

• Marty D. Omoto, California Disability Community Action Network 

• Elizabeth Rottger, California Association of Area Agencies on Aging 

• Tony Sauer, Nevada-Sierra Regional IHSS Public Authority 

• Timothy Schwab, SCAN Health Plan 

• Kate Wilber, University of Southern California 

• Kathie Zatkin, Alameda County Network of Mental Health Clients 

 
Welcome and Introductory Remarks by Kim Belshé, Secretary, Health 
and Human Services Agency  
 
Secretary Belshé began by thanking the committee for the progress made 
in the past year.  She discussed legislation recently signed by the Governor 
related to elder abuse, expanding access to home and community-based 
services, the PACE program, and developing community capacity as it 
relates to the closure of Agnews Developmental Center.  She discussed 
the State’s budgetary challenges and indicated that the Governor’s January 
budget may outline program reforms and potential reductions and the 
Health and Human Services Agency level.  
 
Sarah Steenhausen provided a brief update on the Federal United We Ride 
Grant that the Department of Transportation recently applied for with the 
support of the Health and Human Services Agency.  The grant calls for 
development of a California mobility action plan outlining more effective 
ways to connect the human service programs with transportation.   
 
HOUSING AND OLMSTEAD 
 
Sarah introduced two presenters, Chris Westlake, Director of External 
Affairs for the Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) 
and Carol Goodman, Loan Officer for the California Housing Finance 
Agency (CHFA).  The presentation focused on housing issues, barriers and 
possible solutions related to Olmstead implementation in California. 
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Mr. Westlake and Ms. Goodman provided an overview of housing issues in 
California and outlined the respective roles of the Department of Housing 
and Community Development and the Housing Finance Agency in 
increasing the state’s supply of accessible and affordable housing.  
Housing contributes approximately two hundred and eighteen billion dollars 
per year to California’s economy.  The presentation addressed a number of 
housing barriers, such as rapid increases in construction costs, strong 
population growth and NIMBY-ism (Not In My Backyard), a problem faced 
when attempting to develop affordable housing in a community.   The 
presenters then opened up the discussion for questions and asked the 
Committee members to comment on barriers identified with regard to the 
supply of affordable and accessible housing critical to implementing 
Olmstead. 
 
Tony Sauer commented on the lack of accessible housing units in rural 
areas and suggested creating ways of offering incentives to make units 
accessible.  Bill Chrisner suggested giving property owners a tax credit for 
retrofitting existing housing.  Joan Lee asked for data on the availability of 
housing and efforts to serve disabled seniors.  Carol stated that there is no 
data available, but she would like to further explore ways to increase loans 
for seniors living on fixed incomes.   
 
Tony Sauer added that another barrier to affordable housing is the Section 
8 waiting lists and the processes related to receiving Section 8 housing.  
Carol Goodman explained that the Federal Government controls Section 8 
housing.  There are no comparable programs in California to provide any 
rental subsidies for these units.  Even when units are constructed, issues 
remain regarding the affordability of operating units.  Carol highlighted the 
use of project-based vouchers as an alternative to tenant vouchers,  as a 
way to finance the housing unit’s operation.   
 
Lydia Missaelides asked whether there are any available funding sources 
to assist people with remaining in their homes by providing funding for 
home modifications.  Kate Wilber added that there are models for best 
practices and issues related to “smart technology” that can assist people 
with remaining at home.   
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Carol Goodman stated that Universal Design standards provide accessible 
units and therefore address many of the issues identified regarding the 
need for accessible housing in helping people remain at home. However, 
the Housing Finance Agency has seen an increase in the per-unit cost 
associated with building Universal Design structures. The Housing Finance 
Agency is often flexible about allowing funding on these types of projects, 
however the issues of rent, Section 8 and NIMBY still exist.  She suggested 
inviting Bill Pavlov of the Tax Credit Allocation Committee with the 
Treasure’s Office and Laurie Weir of the California Debt Limit Allocation 
Committee to discuss available tax credits and bonds for these housing 
projects.  Carol also suggested working with the local city or redevelopment 
agency to access HCD’s health funds, which might offer more flexibility 
depending on the city’s building proposal.  Several suggestions were made 
to investigate further the reasons for such high costs in universal design 
homes. 
 
Anne Burns Johnson, President of the California Association of Homes and 
Services for the Aging commented that housing without the service 
component will not resolve the dilemma of getting people out of institutional 
care.  She shared information regarding the HUD 202 service coordination 
program, a federally funded case management program operated in the 
202 housing units.  She highlighted this program as a model that helps 
seniors remain at home by connecting them to services, as an alternative 
to skilled nursing home placement.  She discussed placing affordable 
housing adjacent to senior centers and other community-based services, 
making these services more accessible.  She concluded by recommending 
that new licensing models be developed that provide more flexibility in 
service provision through social models of care, as an option to the 
rigorous requirements of licensing.    
   
Carol Goodman discussed the closing of Agnews Developmental Center 
and CHFA’s efforts to work with the Department of Developmental Services 
on financing homes for residents of Agnews upon its closure in 2007.  She 
discussed the different models being built to support different types of 
developmental disabilities and level of care, as follows. 
 

• Housing for residents with special health care needs: Licensed by 
the Department of Developmental Services (DDS) using a new 
licensure category, allowing for provision of twenty-four hour 
nursing care. 
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• Housing for developmentally disabled persons with behavioral 
issues: Licensed by DDS under community care licensure, 
providing non-medical twenty-four hour staffing.  

• Four unite duplex housing one staff member and their family and 
three residents allowing provisions of services in a more 
independent setting. 

 
Chris Westlake highlighted the Governor’s Initiative to End Chronic 
Homelessness Initiative, which will link housing to Proposition 63 for people 
with mental illness.   Meetings are underway with the Administration and 
stakeholders.  He also discussed Proposition 46, the largest housing bond 
in the nation, which has awarded seventy-six thousand affordable rental or 
owner occupied home and shelter spaces throughout California.  A 
comment was made regarding the need for more permanent homes and 
not just shelters or temporary placement.  
 
The presentation concluded with a discussion on special needs projects 
and bridge loans that allow building investors and developers to put the 
money in over three years to obtain higher tax credits.   
 
Developing Health Plan Performance Standards for Serving People 
with Disabilities in Medi-Cal 
 
June Kailes from the Center for Disability Issues and the Health 
Professions gave a summary on the California Health Care Foundation’s 
project to develop performance standards for managed care organizations 
serving seniors and persons with disabilities.  The project’s goal is to 
enhance California’s Medi-Cal managed care program to support quality of 
care for seniors and persons with disabilities.  The project’s objectives are 
to develop performance standards and measures that will foster 
improvement in quality care for seniors and persons with disabilities.  June 
discussed workgroup topics and the guiding principles used in developing 
recommendations.  She discussed the challenges faced with these 
recommendations vis-a-vis ADA protections and requirements.  
 
A question was asked regarding integrating this plan with Medicare and the 
impact on people who will be dually eligible for Medicare and Medi-Cal.  
Another issue was raised regarding quality standards for primary 
prevention versus secondary prevention.   
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Jackie McGrath pointed out that the perception seemed to be that the 
managed care committees and work groups primarily focused on the 
challenges for integrating adults with disabilities into managed care, and 
did not take into account senior issues.   
 
A request was made to bring someone to address the interaction of 
Medicare Part D with managed care expansion.  Secretary Belshé agreed 
that this is a very important topic and suggested that the Department of 
Health Services discuss this and some of the initiatives that may be in the 
Governor’s January budget.  A committee member suggested that while 
Medicare Part D is a critical issue, there may not be as direct a connection 
to Olmstead.  A suggestion was made to focus on transitioning people out 
of institutions.   
 
WORK GROUP DISCUSSIONS 
 
Assessment Work Group  
 
Tony Sauer provided an overview of the Assessment work group’s efforts 
since the last Olmstead Committee meeting.  He discussed the best 
practices and the programs related to assessing and transitioning persons 
out of institutions.  He also highlighted the issue of IHSS assessments in 
nursing homes as a future issue to discuss.  The work group also focused 
on the issue of uniform and coordinated assessments as a way to reduce 
overall system fragmentation and helping consumers access the services 
they need to remain at home.   
 
Barbara Hanna suggested sharing assessments across agencies as a way 
to connect data and consumer needs.  Kate Wilber supported the principal, 
but stressed the implementation challenges in such an approach.  She 
suggested looking at Oregon and Washington as best practices in moving 
forward on a uniform and coordinated approach to assessments.   
 
Data Work Group  
 
Kate Wilber provided an overview of the work group’s efforts and discussed 
the barriers including silos in assessments, lack of a linked data set to track 
consumers across programs.  With the assistance of the Office of 
Statewide Health Planning and Development, the work group prepared a 
summary of the occupancy rate and use of nursing homes.  The work 
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group would like to request the use of the MDS data in California from the 
Centers for Medicare/Medicaid Services. If the data is obtained, the work 
group will identify potential entities to analyze the data and develop it into 
useful information for Olmstead purposes.   The work group suggested 
developing a centralized repository for data in order to understand 
consumers’ use of programs and trends for planning purposes.   
 
Secretary Belshé encouraged the committee to continue to examine the 
MDS issue and bring recommendations to the next full committee meeting. 
 
Diversion Work Group 
 
Lydia Missaelides summarized the efforts of the diversion work group.  A 
summary document was distributed for the committee’s review outlining the 
work-to-date.  The workgroup focused mainly on activities related to 
diversion and focused on developing definitions, the problem statement 
and policy goals.  The work group focused on the need for a state vision 
and policies around home and community base services and diverting 
individuals from institutions.  The work group will identify the policies and 
initiatives that are of highest priority in meeting diversion policy goals.   
 
Joan Lee stated that of all the charges and priorities, the most critical to 
Olmstead is public awareness. She suggested that the Governor use the 
opportunity in January for the State of the State Address, and include a 
sentence that articulates this policy and the State’s commitment to 
Olmstead.   
 
Secretary Belshé concluded the discussion by recognizing the work and 
progress of the committee and the workgroups, stressing the importance of 
the next step in moving forward.  She would like the next meeting to be 
dedicated to an in-depth discussion about specific policy recommendations 
from the work groups.  She asked for the committee to focus their 
perspective on the near-term priorities that will help the state further 
progress in implementing Olmstead.   
 
Disaster Preparedness 
 
June Kailes from the Center for Disabilities in the Health Professions 
discussed disaster preparedness in relation to Olmstead.  She discussed 
the relation between disaster preparedness and Olmstead and how many 
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Californians face possible hospitalizations or nursing home placement in 
the event of a major disaster.  Related policy issues and personal planning 
issues must be addressed in order to prepare California.  With the recent 
hurricane disaster, people were forced into shelters, hospitals or nursing 
homes.  People in the disabled community could not be located.  Some 
people were unnecessarily separated from families or support networks.  It 
is a significant issue for the disability community in terms of protecting 
independence. 
 
Richard Delvyder discussed his participation in a recent federally funded 
exercise primarily focused on preparing for events of mass destruction.  He 
discovered that during this exercise and the following discussions, there 
was no mention of planning for people with disabilities and seniors. He In 
questioned accessibility of shelters and the anticipated number of disabled 
people who would need access.   Richard highlighted the importance of 
transportation in facilitating access to services during times of emergency.  
He has worked with the Office of Emergency Services, the California 
Highway Patrol and local law enforcement agencies to discuss use of 
Paratransit to evacuate individuals with disabilities.   
 
Committee members suggested the Olmstead Advisory Committee focus 
its efforts on issues pertaining to diversion and transition from nursing 
homes, and turn to entities/groups such as the State Independent Living to 
address broader issues identified in this discussion. 
 
Olmstead Policy Filter 
 
After several reviews and revisions, the Olmstead Policy Filter was read 
and approved by the committee.  It will now be posted to the website.  
 
Olmstead Policy Statement 
 
After several reviews and revisions, the Olmstead Policy Statement was 
read and approved by the committee.  It will now be posted to the website.  
 
State of the State Address 
 
A request was made that the Governor acknowledge the importance of the 
state’s Olmstead Plan in his State of the State Address.  Brenda Premo 
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stated she would draft a letter with this request and present it to Secretary 
Belshé for her consideration.  
 
Public Comment 
 
Laura Williams of Californian’s for Disability Rights (CDR) wanted to bring 
the committee’s attention to AB 1400, a bill sponsored by CDR, which was 
passed and will start in January 2006.  Every new home sold in California 
will have a checklist of accessibility features.  It educates the buying public 
on what access looks like in a private home and is a baby step forward.  
 
Nancy Chance of Training Towards Self Reliance asked the committee to 
focus on reinstating program rate increases.   
 
Lynn Vaughn of Step Vocational Services and Supports supported the 
statements by Nancy Chance.  She stated that her organization would be 
closing their doors as of January 1 due to the increases the organization 
incurred in operating costs.  
 
Final Committee Comments  
 
Lydia Missaelides shared that in the next three weeks, Congress will be 
reconciling the House and Senate versions of the Medicaid Bill. The House 
version contains a provision giving states increased flexibility to transition 
expiring waivers into the Medicaid State Plan.  She indicates that this would 
be an opportunity for the committee to examine it in the context of 
Olmstead.   
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